UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OtBce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/566,714 02/01/2006 Kuniaki Ishibashi 053565 8972 



38834 7590 01/26/2010 

WESTERMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP 
1250 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW 
SUITE 700 

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 



NOTIFICATION DATE DELIVERY MODE 



01/26/2010 ELECTRONIC 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the 

following e-mail address(es): 

patentmail@whda.com 




United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



EXAMINER 
HON, SOW FUN 



ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER 

1794 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



KJtSiVrXS nvrliyjts OUff Iff fcff Jr 


Application No. 

10/566,714 


Applicant(s) 

ISHIBASHI ETAL. 


Examiner 
SOPHIE HON 


Art Unit 
1794 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Request for Reconsideration 
Repeated Rejections 

1 . The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claims 8-10, 12, 17 over Matsumoto in view of 
Yoshida, as evidenced by Uchiyama, is repeated for tine same reasons previously of 
record in tlie Office action dated 07/08/09. 

2. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claims 8, 1 1 , 13-15, 17 over Matsumoto in view 
of Abileah, as evidenced by Uchiyama, is repeated for the same reasons previously of 
record in the Office action dated 07/08/09. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

4. Regarding the prior art combination of Matsumoto in view of Yoshida, as 
evidenced by Uchiyama, Applicant argues that since Uchiyama simply discloses a 
retardation film but fails to discuss the relationship between the retardation film and a 
polarizing film, and that long films cannot be practically attached before stretching, and 
that the long films can [only] be attached in a case where the longs films are stretched 

in the MD direction, whereas Matsumoto discloses that long films are attached when the 
long films are stretched in the TD direction, if the retardation film of Uchiyama were 
attached to the polarizing film of Matsumoto, the retardation film of Uchiyama would not 
function to result in the desired effect, and that thus there is no reason for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the film of Uchiyama and that of Matsumoto. 
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Applicant is respectfully apprised first of all, that the passage of Uchiyama which 
Applicant refers to, states that "attachment in such a manner that the retardation axes of 
the in-plane direction of each film are not in a perpendicular or parallel angle is not 
preferred from a standpoint of productivity ..." (column 2, lines 5-15), which actually 
means that the optical axes of the optical films should either be perpendicular or parallel 
to each other. Thus, Uchiyama does not teach against the attachment of a retardation 
film with a slow axis in the MD direction to a polarizing film with an absorption axis in the 
TD direction. 

Applicant Is respectfully apprised secondly, that Matsumoto Is the primary 
reference that teaches a laminated film of a polarizing film with an absorption axis In the 
TD direction, and a retardation film that by definition has a slow axis (phase difference 
plate, [0030]), thus providing the relationship between the polarizing film and the 
retardation film. Matsumoto falls to teach that the retardation film Is laminated to the 
polarizing film during the production process of the polarizing film and further, that the 
retardation film has a slow axis in the MD direction. 

Uchiyama is the secondary reference that teaches that a retardation film can 
have a slow axis In the MD direction (slow axis lies parallel to the direction in which the 
film runs, column 2, lines 1-5, which is the machine direction). 

Yoshlda Is the secondary reference that teaches that a laminated film comprising 
a polarizing film and a retardation film having a slow axis that is perpendicular to the 
absorption axis of polarizing film (orthogonal, [0177]) is used for the purpose of 
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improving the viewing angle cliaracteristics of tlie display ([0178]). The TD direction is 
perpendicular to the MD direction. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to have formed the laminated film comprising the 
polarizing film and retardation film of Matsumoto, such that the retardation film has a 
slow axis in the MD direction, as evidenced by Uchiyama, that is perpendicular to the 
absorption axis of the polarizing film that is in the TD direction, in order to obtain the 
desired improvement in display viewing angle characteristics, as taught by Yoshida. 
5. Applicant's arguments against the prior art combination of Matsumoto in view of 
Abileah, as evidenced by Uchiyama, are similar to the ones presented against the prior 
art combination of Matsumoto in view of Yoshida, as evidenced by Uchiyama, where 
Applicant argues that like Yoshida, Abileah does not teach or suggest "wherein the 
polarizing film has an absorption axis in the TD direction, wherein the retardation film 
has a slow axis in the MD direction, wherein the length in the MD direction of each of 
the polarizing film and the retardation film is not smaller than five times as long as the 
length in the TD direction of each the polarizing film and retardation film, and wherein 
the polarizing film is produced by stretching the first long polymer film in the TD direction 
and shrinking the first long polymer film in the MD direction". 

Applicant is respectfully apprised that Matsumoto is the primary reference that 
teaches a laminated film of a polarizing film with an absorption axis in the TD direction, 
and a retardation film that by definition has a slow axis (phase difference plate, [0030]), 
thus providing the relationship between the polarizing film and the retardation film. 



Application/Control Number: 10/566,714 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1794 

Matsumoto just fails to teacli tliat tine retardation film is laminated to the polarizing film 
during the production process of the polarizing film and further, that the retardation film 
has a slow axis in the MD direction. 

Uchiyama is the secondary reference that teaches that a retardation film can 
have a slow axis in the MD direction (slow axis lies parallel to the direction in which the 
film runs, column 2, lines 1-5, which is the machine direction). 

Abileah is the secondary reference that teaches that a laminated film comprising 
a polarizing film and a retardation film that has a slow axis that perpendicular to the 
absorption axis of the polarizing film (optical axis of retardation film is oriented 
substantially perpendicular to the adjacent polarizer transmission axis, column 32, lines 
39-42) is used for the purpose of improving the contrast ratio of the display (column 33, 
lines 30-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to have formed the laminated film comprising the 
polarizing film and retardation film of Matsumoto, such that the retardation film has a 
slow axis in the MD direction, as evidenced by Uchiyama, that is perpendicular to the 
absorption axis of the polarizing film that is in the TD direction, in order to obtain the 
desired improvement in contrast ratio, as taught by Abileah. 

As such, the prior art rejections are sustained. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sow-Fun Hon 
whose telephone number (571)272-1492. The examiner can normally be reached 
Monday to Friday from 10:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Sample, can be reached on (571)272-1376. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571)273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usplo.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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